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PREFACE. 


That the least informed reader of these Pa¬ 
pers may understand the transactions to which they 
refer, it may be right to acquaint him, that in the 
year 18O9, serious disturbances broke out in the 
East India Company’s Army serving under the 
Madras Government. These disturbances, though 
the natural fruit of a harsh and bitter policy, were 
wisely condemned by the Directors, as soon as the 
intelligence reached them, in a tone of severe re¬ 
probation > and their Governments abroad receivetj 
their sanction and support in the means adopted 
to quell them. 

This support was the more liberally conceded 
to the Governor (Sir George Barlow), because 
he had taken care to be the first who told the 
story. General M‘Dowall was lost on his passage, 
and Mr. Buchan, the hired agent of Sir Gcoige 
Barlow, arrived with his dispatches before any 
other intelligence had reached England. By de¬ 
grees, however, the subject was better elucidated. 
Complaints, memorials, petitions crowded in a- 
gainst turn without number. But he Itad secured 
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in his favour one or two leading members of the 
Court; and through their influence, for a time, 
every thing that breathed a prayer, or led to an in- 
^rence against h>oi, was heard with unwilling ears. 
Such, however, is the force of truth, even amongst 
a body so constituted, that a very different feeling 
began to manifest itself towards the middle of last 
year amongst the Directors, It seemed as if they 
were beginning to suspect, that the continuance 
in the Government of Madras, of a man who 
had ingeniously contrived to be hated by all ranks 
and classes of people, was neither politic nor safe. 
Accordingly, notice was given of a motion to re¬ 
call him. It was debated on the 23d of July, 
1811, and negatived by a majority of two. Nor 
would this have happened, had it not been for a 
sudden change of opinion in one or two of the 
Court i a change at complete variance wirh the 
language they had uniformly held since the subject 
had been first agitated. This problem can only 
be solved by the influence of the President of the 
Board of Control, who being a relation of Mr. 
Buchan, had entered with much personal zeal into 
the cause of Sir George Barlow. The number of 
that Board is twenty-four. It seems, therefore, that 
Sir George Barlow has obtained a triumph, which 
an exalted mind would consider a disgrace; and 
that he now holds his place on a tenure, which vir¬ 
tue or lyide ought to have taught him to despise; 
The Protests, signed by six Gentbmen out of 
diose who vt^ed gainst him, comprehending no 



5 


mean proportion of whatever of taknt or honoor 
is to be found amongst them, are the subject of 
the following pages. They are printed from the 
copy called for by the House of Commons, pre¬ 
paratory to a motion of which notice has been 
given in that House, for his re-call. 

Besides the nsilicary affairs, the Protests advert 
to a passage in his administration, of which litde 
has been hitherto known. It seems that he luw 
been guilty of an alarming interference in the pro¬ 
ceedings of the King’s Court at Madras. TIus 
is a short statement of that interference. 

The Advocate Genefal, Mr. Anstruthcr, had pur¬ 
chased of a man of the name of Reddy Row, a forg¬ 
ed bond of one of the Nabobs of the Carnatic, for 
the liquidation of whose debts an Act of Parliament 
had been passed. Several creditors, interested of 
course in wiping away unjust debts, had objected to 
this claim, and impeached it by a prosecution of 
Reddy Row and his accomplices. Sir George Bar- 
low, deferring to the mercenary advice of the Ad¬ 
vocate General, took the criminals under his protec¬ 
tion i dispatched a civil servant, at die expence of 
1400 pagodas to the Company, to procure witnesses 
in'their behalf; deprived the Magistrate, who had 
committed the delinquents, of his office; and drove 
one of die prosecutors (Benjamin Roebuck, Esq.) 
&om his pdace and its emoluments from the Presi¬ 
dency, to a reduced allowance and petty iRtuadqii 
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it a fembte station, where, at the advanced age of 
65, he died Jiterdly of a broken heart. Anther 
of the prosecutors he ordered home to England. 

The verdict of three successive Juries, however, 
confirmed the justice of the prosecution. But 
their verdicts were pronounced to be factious, and 
the Chief Justice was induced to recommend the 
persons convicted, Reddy Row and Anunda Row, 
for the King’s pardon. That pardon was granted ; 
but befbre the pardon arrived at Madras, Reddy 
Row, protected and caressed by Sir George Bar- 
low, was detected in another forgery, and evaded 
the consequences of his crime by poisoning him- 
sdf j and the very day when the pardon thus ob¬ 
tained was read in Court, the other object of it, 
Anunda Row, was found guilty of another, but 
a similar offence. The Advocate General has since 
expressed his acknowledgment of his own error, in 
terms of the most abject apology. To such an ex¬ 
tremity did Sir George Barlow carry his resentments 
on this occasion, that several persons, who had serv¬ 
ed on these juries, unaccountably felt bis displeasure, 
by their sudden dismissal from their situations, which 
was wholly inexplicable on any other ground, than 
that they were punished for the verdicts they had 
given. 

If these matters, so disgraceful to the British 
character in India, pass over without inquiry, it 
may jusdy be allowed us to be out of humour 
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with the age wc live in. Such things would not 
have been overlooked in better times. Au¬ 
thenticated charges of injustice and persecution a- 
gainst a colonial Governor, would have provoked, 
at least, an inquiry. But the present case has hi¬ 
therto been scarcely complimented with a discus¬ 
sion ; a circumstance, attributable either to its hav¬ 
ing been forgotten amongst matters of nearer, 
though not more important interest, or to an ill- 
omened indifference tof* all abuses of authority in 
the distant parts of the British Empire. 
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COPY of the DISSENTS 

TO THE 

Court’s Resolutions of the 23d July, 1811. 


a Court of Directors, heW on Wednesday the 
7 th August, 1811}— 

Four Dissents to the Court’s Resolution of the «Jld 

A 

ultimo, as to Sir G. Barlonr remaining in the GoSrera- 
ment of Fort St. George,,were read; viz. 

One signed by the Honourable'W. F. Elphinstone, 
James Patlison, and James Daniell, Esquires ; 

One by Robert Thornton, Esq. 

One by John Hudleston, Esq. 

One by J. A. Bannerman, Esq. 


To the Honourable the COURT of DIRECTORS of 
the EAST INDIA COMPANY. 

Gentlemen, 

We dissent Arom the Resolution of the Court of the 
fiSd instant, negativing the Motion,— 

“ That on a review of the Proceedings of this 
" Court, on the information received from India, re> 
lative to the late unnatural rebellion at the Presi> 
dency of Fort St. George, the Court contem|da^ 
“ with satisfaction the permanency which the in«a* 
(Wires adopted by the Court are calculated to gtvAl^ 
die state of order and tranquillity, into which the 
a 
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“ haij Wn bilnigfai: and was left at tbe^p«!> 

“ riod of^I^frd Minto’s return to Bengal. 

/' That anj; farther inquiry into the causes which 
" led to the dia^urbances altiided to, is now become 
" unnec^ary, and could only tend to a revival of 
** those anunosities and eironeous principles, vihich 
“ it is the earnest desire of thlA Court may be totally 
•* suppressed, in order that their baneful eflRMft in 
f' producing those evils, which of late there has been 
“ so much cause to censure and dqplore, may be com- 
mitted tb eternal oblivion. 

“ That although the Court approve the zeai and in- 
tegrity of Sir George Barlow, the present GoVem- 
“ or of Fort St. George, they deem his continuance 
“ in that station inexpedient, and not calculated foi 
the attainment of tlie objects above stated, which 
the Court are decidedly of opinion may he more 
“ effectually promoted by a reform of that Govern* 
“ ment. 

“ That as it is always most desirable that hit Ma- 
“ jesty’s Ministers and the Court of Directors, should 
“ act with the greatest cou&dence and Unanimity, and 
most paiticularly on a business so delicate and im- 
“ por^nttas the present; Resolver,* therefore, 
** That the Chairman and Ilfputy Chairman be desir* 
ed to wait upon Lord Melville, Pi-csident of the 
" Board of Commissioners fbr the AffaiSrs of India, 
** with a Copy of these Re^lutions, andi in concert 
with his Lordship, to form a new Gk>itermiaeot Tor 
** Madras with as little delay as circumstances will 
pe^it," fqr the following reasons 
. The moderate tone of tbi'Motion, and 

t^, fyf&Hmw of all mention of the cansim tKdUch htsve 
fed to ^sent dienated state ofliie’p'^lic tnind at 
^lf)|dra8, for ifiqr seciiHH|[ s iheasure 

of .greet iiqportiS^* with al li^Ue pdfson^ty 
as poasible; and while it gaire tb Hht Ifajtoty’s Minis* 
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,44ie |t^the sataft tune evinced » 

Vfi^ to give credit toSif';|QlOTrge HSfilQW and the Go- 
yerapent ef Fort Sjir Sebrjgp, foi; did 'fortitude and 
zeal di«p|ajed by theiitt to tl^'«uppreaa.ion pf re¬ 
bellion, without pre»ra^ ihlo prpatii^dht i^odde upon 
the records the series of political eirOrt add arbitrary 
conduct, both in tb«^ Civil and'^f^itory Bi^OrtncfCnts, 
which produced geberfl dissatisiaction tbd^hsHoiit the 
Setd^nent ; ao^ hy .a deplorable chain of cahs^ and 
edepty, led so laf^ a number of brave mbh to fot^t 
their first duties, and tarbish thb high reputatiph tb^ 
had earned in the field by revolt against legltiidate 
authority,, , ,,, 

Becaose,—T he Motion, if adopted, would* bare 
given.ample time tp llis Majesty's Government, in 
concert with the Chairman and Deputy ChairmEi^ tii 
whom Such power was proposed to be delegated, to 
combitre upon a solid basis, and with due i^iiberatiorL 
such a firm, able, and popular Government, for the 
Spttiem'ent of Madras, as Lord Minto himself (oH oil 
occasions the sitrong panegyrist of Sir G. Barlow) de¬ 
clares to be absolutely necessary for the restoration 
and .maintenance of discipline and harmony, and for 
which,'in his dispatch of 5th February, IfilO, para¬ 
graph 887, he a^iwwle^es t/tat Sir G* Barlowf un¬ 
der t^xircumstancet he is fidied, is i^Ujf 

A ' . ' Sr* ' ^ 

D^csuss,r-^The time is now arrived, when, free 
.ftoBjii, the danger of the^ppearance of contfoul from 
e^^r^lpircumstaht^, me Court, having dhly tavcs- 
tigated thec^^sesof ^e late la&eotkbre events," and 
,havipg l!pgiieedjli|om 'tp tldlr t^® sdprdi^ 

j^rtitude and real so bbaid^y nttri- 
Srt l^Sef^.fiiarlcr^^ Gbvernitidnt; amf os ^ 
(ptatrues in tteir fal^st 
(e§i(r!i<^^^v^^.^^«pj^.re‘^bn of rmrolt Ifistigatet^^ 
its ow^H^nnn^^lpiipimi^V 
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oar definitive opinion to be, that the praise due tQthat 
Governtnent is at best of a negative nature, its only 
merit being that of having arrested mischief created 
by itself in its progress towards the destruction of the 
Settlement, and perhaps of British India. 

Because, —The errors of Sir George Barlow’s 
Government, which the rejection of the motion com¬ 
pels us to state distinctly, aggravated as they are by 
harsh and cruel conduct to individuals, stand lecord- 
ed on the Military and Civil annals in numerous, de¬ 
plorable, ‘and incontestible instances ; and. 

Treating first of the Milit^ discontent#, and com- 
meticing with the case of Lieutenant Colonel Munro, 
■we find as subjects of unqualified reprobation ; 

Istly. Tlje publicity given to Lieutenant Colonel 
Munro’s Ileport on the Tent Contract, in disregard of 
the prophetic declaration of the Adjutant General, 
Colonel Capper, to whom it had been submitted, that 
those vety^passnges in it, which in effect proved so 
highly objectionable to the Army, and were in fact 
the corner-stono of all the subsequent mischief, were 
of a nature to excite the most lively feeling among the 
Officers; and therefore required on the score both of 
justice and prudence, the most deliberate investiga¬ 
tion previouaily to their publication. 

2dly. The release of Lieutenant Colonel Munro, by 
order of Government, on an appeal made by him to 
that authority, from the arrest under which he had 
been placed by the Commander in Chief; an app^&l 
which wc consider in itself d!Kpress)y contrary to Mi¬ 
litary discipline and subordination, but which was 
rendered doubly objectionable by the circumstances 
* under which it was conveyed; one ^opy 
'transmitted to Government through^the inerjir^ of jts 
CivU Secretary, whilq on the wry:,^j||ne,,^«y,,ipoder 

false show of duty, another was tqndefed to the Coml- 
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mander in Chief for transmission through the usual 
and only proper ehanftel. 

3dly, The refusal of Government to forward to ihe 
Court of Dirertors a most respectful memoiiul, 
signed by a great number of Officers comma di g 
corps, humbly submitting a request, that the asp<*«- 
sions which they conceived levelled at their charac¬ 
ters by certain expressions in Lieutenant ■Colonel 
Munro’s Report on the Tent Contact, might under¬ 
go strict investigation; and pledging themselves so¬ 
lemnly to abide patiently and submit implicitly to the 
Court’s decision j which refusal, tending as it natu¬ 
rally did, by the contfraptuous manner in which it 
was returned to them, to exasperate the Officers, 
was literillly acted op to by the Government, and the 
memorial was withheld from the Court; and this cul¬ 
pable omission, concealing tiom ilie Court the mo¬ 
derate view of the ease entertained by the O/licers, 
and natutally inducing a belief that the paper was of 
a highly objectionable nature, has been censured by 
the Court accordingly. 

4ihly. The unjust and ill-advised suspension from 
the Service, of Major Boles, for a strict execution of 
his duty in the promulgation of the General Order of 
the 28ih of January, I80f), issued by the Comman¬ 
der in Chief, GeneraPM'Dowall, on his departure 
from Madras, which suspension, though at first t-’on- 
sidered too severe by the Court, afterwards received 
its sanction under the ^roneous principles urged by 
the Judge Advocate Colonel Leith, and chiefly on 
account of the address Major Boles, and the sub¬ 
scription in his favour, acts neither of his seeking nor 
within Ws controul ; but this act of the Government 
has been at length declared, after the most solema 
ddhberatioD, in the Court’s dispatch of the 22d of 
February, Itfil, approved by the Board of Controul, 

not to be upheld by the legal authorities advance^ 
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" in support of it/' nnd as such most be considered 
tii.jnst> unwarrantable^ and tending to throw into con¬ 
fusion every principle of Military subordination. 

Slhly. The suspension from-the Service of Lieute¬ 
nant Colonel Capper the Adjutant General, on his 
manly and honourable declaration, that Major Boles 
had acted in obedience to his commands in issuing 
the General Order above alluded to, aggravated by 
the refusal on the part of Government to see Colonel 
Capper, and listen to the explanations he was pre¬ 
pared to oiFer in justification of his conduct; which 
explanations, if attended to^ might have led to the 
immediate restoration of botji those ofiicers to the 
Service, and have prevented the extraordinary irri¬ 
tation produced by their unjust suspension. 

Cihly. The harsh and altogether unnecessary re¬ 
straint imposed upon Majo^ Boles, subsequently to 
bis suspension, and which has been disapproved by 
the Court, in their dispatch of the 22d of February, 
whereby he was prevented from returning to Europe 
on board the Lady Lushington, after be had engaged 
for his passage by that ship; a restraint which not 
only evinced a wanton abuse ‘of power, bjit gave 
time for, and led to the address of the Officers to 
Major Boles, and the subscription in his favour, 
which indiscreet and reprehensible measures of llie 
Officers were afterwards urged by the Government as 
proofs of disaffection and insubordination against 
them, and against Major Qples himself; while, in 
truth, the cruel persecution of that Officer was 
^he real cause both of the address aud subscriptions, 
as it excited a sense of commisseration for his suffer¬ 
ing, leading to the natural results of comments on 
the measure, and offers of friendly relief. 

7thly. The General Orders issued by Govemmept, 
under date-of the 1st of May, 1809, removingTrom 
fheir station and staff ap^wiatments, and suspend- 
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ing from the Service the severnl Officers therein 
named. Upon vague and undefined charges, preferred 
on ex parte evidence, and against whicii tlie parties, 
thus publicly denounced as aiming to subvert the 
Government, had no opportunity allowed them to 
defend themselves; which measure may be truly 
deemed the parent of the revolt which ensued, as 
the Officers felt themselves declared thereby to be 
completely at the mercy of a vindictive Govern^ 
inent, apparently determined to subject them to its 
arbitrary will, without hope of redress from a Court 
Martial, the only legitimate resort for the Military 
character suffering under unmerited imputation. 

Further, we dissent from the Resolution of the 25d 
instant: . 

Because, —In its Civil conduct the Governmeht 
of Madras has been guiljy of equal errors, and still 
more palpable injustice, without the shadow of ex¬ 
cuse; which is advanced in extenuation of itsMilU 
tary aggravations, namely, the danger and crisis of 
the moment, whereby the affection and respect of 
the Settlement have been irretrievably alienated, and 
sentiments directly opposite have taken place of those 
feelings. And the following instances selected from 
the mass, will incontestibly prove the want of pru¬ 
dence, foresight, temper and humanity, in the con* 
duct of ibis mistaken Government. ^ 

Istly. In the case of Mr. Sherson (on whose in¬ 
nocence or guilt we dp not hazard an opinion, as 
it is now at issue in equity before the Supreme Court 
at Madras) the de.cidedly hostile part taken by the 
Government, on a hasty view of lire question, against 
an old,- and till the present charge, an unimpeach¬ 
able Servant, by suspending , him the Service during 
fbe investigation of the ciiarges preferred against him 
is known to have produced the first symptoma of agi- 
tktioD ip the Civil part of the Seltlemeot, on accouBt 
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of the manifest partiality itdfsp1a3’ed ; while in India, 
it is peculiarly the boundeu duty of the Governments 
to abstain from any show of hostility towards persons 
accused, on account ,of the well known weight and 
effect on the minds of the Native witnesses of any 
such demonstration on the part of the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment. 

2dlj'. The removal of Mr. Cecil Smith from his 
office of Civil Auditor, on the charge of a flagrant 
violation of his duty, though no specific offence has 
been brought forward against him beyond an indis¬ 
creet warmth of temper, and his only crime appears 
to have been the delivery, by order of Government, 
of an andit of Mr. Sherson’s accounts of a more fa¬ 
vourable nature than was expected, which removal 
on such a cliarge, was coupled with the extraordi¬ 
nary appointment of this gentleman, wholly igno¬ 
rant as be is of the Native languages, to be third 
Judge in the Provincial Circuit Court of the Northern 
Division, establishing by inference that in the opinion 
of the Government " a flagrant violation of duty,” 
and the positive disqualifications above alluded to, 
are' no bar to a seat on the bench of a judicial tri¬ 
bunal. 

Sdly. The interference of the Government, one 
member * of which is known to have been the pro¬ 
prietor of a forged bond to a very large amount, in 
prosecutions instituted against individuals suspected 
of being, and since unequivocally proved to huve 
been, the fabricators of forged bonds, purported to 
have been granted by the late Nabob of the Carnatic, 
and especially by the appointment of the Company’s 
Law Officers, both, of whom were proved, and have 
since .acknowledged themselves to have been interest¬ 
ed iti the very 6ond, the validity of which was the 
subject of trial, to defend the Cause of Reddy Row, 

* Mr. Casamajor, one of the Coancil. 
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Ananda Row, and Mr. Batley, accused and since 
convicted of the crimes of forgery and perjury. 

4ilily. The dispatch of Mr. Saunders, a Company’s 
Servant to Manargoody and Chillumbrum, the former 
of W'hicb places alone was visited by him, for the pur 
pose of collecting evidence in favour of Mr. Batley, 
charged with, and since convicted cf the crime of 
perjury, tlie result of which was the production of 
some miserable wretches, secure in the protection of 
Government, whose testimony wsts totally disregard¬ 
ed by the Court. The interference of Government 
thus to procure evidence for this criminal being up¬ 
held at the Company’s expence to the amount of 
1,40() pagodas.* 

6thly. The removal of Mr. Maitland from hi» si¬ 
tuation of Civil Magistrate, for having conimitfed 
Reddy Row and Anunda Row on a charge of for¬ 
gery, sworn to by two witnesses; a committal strict¬ 
ly consonant with his duly, but which (favoured as 
Reddy Row was by the Caruatic Commissioners and 
the Advocate General) was considered factious, and 
deserving such a mark of the displeasure of Govern¬ 
ment ; wliich removal produced an extraordinary sen¬ 
sation in the Settlement, as demonstrating to what 
blameable lengths the Government of Sir George 
Barlow was prepared to proceed, against all persons 
who presumed to exercise even their most sm-red du¬ 
ties in opposition to the partial views of the Govern-, 
ment. 

7thly. The removal from the Presidency of several 
respectable persons, who had served as Jurymen on 

• Tbi* sum was afterwards ordered by Sir Geor.'e Barlo# to he 
defrayed oot of the fund, destined by act of Parliament for the pay- 
laeat ef tt>e Creditors. So that the Prosecutors, who indicted those 
pmuos for committing fraoiU on that fund, were actuaMy obliged 
to fmy-fop the rery ilefeoce of the wretches who i^d deffauddd..tt 1 

C 
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the.trials, withotit any alleged cause, wluch was- na¬ 
turally interpre'ted to faave been occasioned by the 
decision of those legaijJaii^oriues in favour of the 
J^gititnate creditors of the Nsibob, who bad prose¬ 
cuted the forgers of the bonds to conviction. 

8thly. The removal from his offices of Mr. Roe¬ 
buck, an old servant of known and tried zeal and 
ability, especially displayed in the management of 
the Mint, for which he had received the thanks of 
the Supreme Government, without any alleged cause, 
and the banishment of that Gentleman to Vizagapa- 
tam, in spite of his endeavours to appease the anger 
of Government (which he supposed levelled at him 
for being one of the Prosecutors of the trial of 
Reddy Row) by a declaration that he bad withdrawn 
himself wholly from those proceedings; in vain did 
he urge his age and services; his sentence is pro¬ 
nounced ; he removes to Vlzagapatam, and in that 
unhealthy climate he dies within a few weeks of a 
broken heart!! The injustice and cruelty of perse¬ 
cuting to such an extremity, a gentleman of high 
character, for an endeavour ’to defend his property 
against a horde of perjured swindlers are too glaring, 
and we shall ever consider the sacrifice of this geW- 
tleman an indelible stain on Sir George Barlow's 
Government. 

Qthly. The withholding from the Court the con¬ 
sultations upon these important trials, whereby their 
'true merits were concealed, whHe the opinions of tlie 
Chief Justice and Advocate General were studiously 
brought forward; in consequence of which, and of 
tbe iinusual refusal of Government to suffer the trials 
to bft printed, not only was tbeCqurt keptin the dark, 
but the King’s Government was indneed to advise 
Hii Majesty, on the representation of the Chief Jus¬ 
tice, though in oppositbq to ^le sentence of three 
respectable inriev ^ which were .special, and 



cDin^scd of Gentlemen who filled the first situatioas 
inhtbe Settletneitt) to grant a pardoa to those con« 
vidted criminals; which deteriqination must now be 
matter of deep regret, as subsequent events, and 
the suicide of Reddy Row, on the discovery of his 
numerous crimes and forgeries by the Coiumissioners, 
have proved to demohstration, that the sentence of 
Guilty” pronounced upon them was a just sen^ 
tence, and deserving of high approbation, being a 
manful stand of legal and highly gifted Juries a< 
gainst the single opinion of u Judge, whose notions, 
to say the least of them, savoured iu these trials too 
strongly of prejudice and prepossession.* 

We dissent, moreover, from the Resolution ncga-> 
tiving the motion of the 23d instant, because, in two 
recent instances. Sir George Barlow has shown hiai- 
self highly deserving of severe censure from the 
Court, namely: 

Isily. In dismissing Mr. Petrie from the Council, 
on the receipt of a letter from the Secretary, Mr. 
Ramsay, acquainting him that such had been the 
Resolution of the Court, while it was his duty as a 
man, a geotlemau, and a governor entrusted with 
such high interests, to wait till the arrival of the dis¬ 
patch which should actually order such a change in 
the Council, and not to indulge his petty spleen and 
malevolent passions at the expenco»of decency, and 
in violation of the lawj and we consider this removal, 
in anticipation of el^fir and distinct orders from the 
Court, to have been wantonly and grossly illegal. 

2dly. The delay, not to say refusal, of Sir George 
Barlow to appoint Colonel Agnow to the situation of 
Adjutant General, to \yhich he Imd been recoinmetid- 

• Tlje aatne of tliis man avgli,t to ist Tccorded. JIw ii.'iuic b 
Strai^e, and a relalixe of Lord Mf h'illp, late President of tl»e Board 
of Control. The secret idfcory of this Uusioess will 'InTily be pub- 
li'dred. 



£0 


ed by the Court in terms too explicit to be misunder¬ 
stood, apd the continuance of junior Officers in that 
and other high situations on ^e Staff, in opposition 
to the declared opinion of General Hewit, who had 
been called to Madras by Lord Minto, for the pur¬ 
pose of making salutary regulations for the manage¬ 
ment of the Army, and who had declared it abso¬ 
lutely necessary to appoint to situations of such high 
trust, Officers of distinguished reputation and expc- 
rkncty and of a rank not below that of a Field Of¬ 
ficer. 

On the whole review of those multiplied errors, 
blended with harsh and oppressive conduct, we feel 
it our duty to put upon the record our solemn and de¬ 
liberate dissent from the Resolution of the 23d in¬ 
stant, which, by negativing the Motion for the re¬ 
moval of Sir George Barlow, and a reform in the 
Government of Madras, virtually declares that Go¬ 
vernment worthy the confidence of the Court, while 
it is our firm opinion, that the alienations of the af¬ 
fections of so large a proportion of the Company’s 
Servants, Civil and Military at that Settlement, the 
lamentable fate to which India was exposed by the 
late rebellion, and the serious evils which it is possi¬ 
ble may yet ensue from the adoption of the extreme 
measure of separating the Sepoys from their Europe¬ 
an Officers, a inetisure which, if justifiable at all, a 
crisis of the most imminent peril alone conld justify, 
apd which was justified by no such crisis, as the early 
approach of Lord Minto was bailed by all, except 
Sir George Barlow and his Council, as the harbinger 
of returning order and pence; are calamities which 
we should not have had either to deplore or appre¬ 
hend, if the administration of the Madras Govern¬ 
ment bad been conducted on the principles of just¬ 
ice, moderation, humanity, or 4 rue wisdom. 



The notoriout unpopularity* of Sir George Barlow 
tbrowghout \be settiotnent is moreover considered by 
ua, if it stood alone, as a sufficient cause for his re¬ 
moval, as vye fully agree with Loi^ MintO in his ob¬ 
servations in the letter above alluded to, paragraph 
“ RcaJ grievances, it will be felt universally, 
“ should in all ctlses, and in all circumstances, be 
redressed ; but after revolt has been subdued, and' 
“ when the motive of healing measures cannot be 
misinterpreted, it will not deserve the charge of 
“ weakness, but appears to me rather a point of true 
“ magnanimity, that a Government should study e- 
“ Ycn the passions, the temper, the prejudices, and 
“ the errors of those who are subject to their rule.” 
And the petty details of the fruitless endeavours used 
to induce the Officers of one of His Majesty’s regi¬ 
ments to dine at the Government House, and of the 
march of a regiment of Sepoys 500 miles from the 
Settlement, on account of the aversion displayed by 
the Officers in a refusal to partake of Sir George Bar- 
low’s hospitalities, would, perhaps, be unworthy of 
notice under any other view, but that of affording 
strong additional proof, that genuine harmony and 
good-will can never be expected to resume their 
sway under a Government which has provoked such 
bitter dissentions, and which, though it has succeed¬ 
ed in obtaining a temporary triumph, must, from the 
nature and causes of the contest in which it has been 
engaged, despair of ever gaining the least ascendancy 
over the affections of the community. 

We have the honour to be, 
Gcnilemen, 

Your obedient Servants, 
(Signed) Wm. Futt. Etprrj.vsroNE, 
East.India House, J.tS. PattisoN, 

eth August, 1811. J. l)AMELt. 

• An unpopularit) not eonfiiied to the Europeans, but diffused 
amongst every class of our pative subjects in India. 



B(iaotu;^ble the CX)UET of D1IWC1X>B3 of 
the EAST INDIA CO^PAl&y. 


Gentlemen^ 

I heg to dissent frooi the decision of the Court of 
the 23d instant^ negativing the Motion,-^ 

“ That on a review of the Proceedings of this 
Court on the information received from'India, re- 
lative to the late unnatural rebellion at the Presi- 
dency of Foft St. George, the Court contemplate 
“ with satisfaction the permanency which the mea- 
“ Bures adopted by the Court are calculated to give 
to^he state of order and tranquillity into which the 
“ Settlement had been brought, and was left at the 
** period of Lord Minto's return to Bengal: 

“ That any further inquiry into the causes which 
led to the disturbances alluded to, is now become 
“ unnecessary, and could only tend to a revival of 
“ those animosities and erroneous principles, which 
“ it is the earnest desire of this Court may be totally 
“ supprssed, in order that’ their baneful effects in 
“ producing those evils, which of late there has been 
“ io much cause to censure and deplore, may be 
“ committed to eternal oblivion : 

“ That although the Court approve the zeal and 
“ integrity of Sir George Barlow, the present Go- 
vernor of Fort St. George, they deem his continur 
“ ance in that station inexpedient, and not calcu- 
lated for the attainment of the objects above 
" stated, which the Court are decidedly of opinion 
may be more effectually promoted by a reform of 
“ thatGovernment: 

“ That as it always is most desirable that His Ma> 

" jesty’s'Idinister’s and the Court of Directors should 
** act with .the greatest conddenc.e and unanimity, 

•f and most particularly on a business so delicate and 
f' important as the present : 
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" Resolved, therefore, Tliat the Chairman ami Dc« 

“ puty Chinr&ian be 4es«fed to wait apoa Lord Mel- 
" ville, President of the Roned of CommiesioBers for 
“ the Affairs of India, with a Copy of these Reso* 
lutioDs, and, in concert witfat bis. Lordship, to form 
" a new Government for Madrass, with, as little dc- 
lay as circumstances will permit;’'—- 
FOR the Reasons here recorded j— 

1st. Because,— Though I lament in common with 
every individual of the Court, the criminal excesses 
of a large proportion of the Officers belonging to 
the Madras Army, and though I am most willing to 
bear testimony to the great zeal and fortitude dis¬ 
played by Sir George Barlow in quelling the mutinj', 
and to the incorruptible integrity manifested in the ge- ^ 
ncral discharge of his official duties, f consider the dis¬ 
affection which prevailed in ISOQ^ at Fort St. George, 
and throughout its dependencies, as chargeable in 
no small degree to the following important errors in 
the conduct of the local Government; errors which, 
though not dwelt on in the Motion, for reasons suf¬ 
ficiently obvious, are of too grave a riatnre to be 
overlooked in a dissent from the decison on that Mo¬ 
tion. 

1. Tlic release of Lieutenant Colonel Monro, by 
order of Government, on an appeal mode by that 
Officer to the Civil authority, contrary to military 
discipline and subordination, from an arrest under 
which he had been placed by the Commander in 
Chief. 

<2. The refusal of the Madras Government to for¬ 
ward to the Court of Directors, a Memorial sub¬ 
scribed by a number of Officers commanding corps, 
cpntaining a statement of complaints and alleged 
grievances, with which it was highly important that 
the Court should have been early acquainted ; a re¬ 
fusal which, when coupled with the careless ncgicxt, 



or wilfaiiABd culpable omiasion of the same Govern- 
; nt«at to furuish the Court bj the first opportunity 
wkh requisite inlbriuation, and the indispensible 
means of judging of the wisdom or indiscretions 
with which its delegated authority was exercised, at 
a crisis when the interests not only of the East India 
Company but of the British Empire were at stake, 
tended both to aggravate discontents abroad, and to 
produce indecision at home. 

3. The suspension from the service of Colonel Cap¬ 
per.and Major Boles, for a strict execution of what 
they deemed, or might fairly conceive to be, their 
duty, in promulgating the General Order, S!8ih Ja¬ 
nuary, 1809, issued by the Commander in Chief, the 
late General Macdowal, on his departure from Ma¬ 
dras, a measure of the Madras Government, which 
has been decided upon, and cogdemued by the 
Court. 

4. The further aggravating harshness practised to¬ 
wards Major Boles,* in the refusal to permit him to 
depart from Madras, on the Sir Stephen Lushingtou, 
after he had formed an arrangement for coming home 
in that ship, which arbitrary and unnecessary restraint 
led to a very improper subscription among his fellow 
Officers in Major Boles’s behalf, and by occasioning 
new acts of severity against the subscribers, eventu¬ 
ally gave rise to a re-aciion of fresh discontent a- 
gainst the Government.— 

lldly. Because, —The discontents which were pre¬ 
valent durfhg thg course of 1809, in the Civil part of 
the community at Madras? as well as the Army (their 
simultaneous existchce offering in itself a strong 

* It would be difficult to assign a motive for the wanton and petty 
persecutions practised by. Sir O. Barlow on his victims, without trac¬ 
ing dtem to a sort of luxury he felt in acts of severity; a pure and 
uiunixed love of tormenting bis fellow-crcMttures. A fuU detail of 
these dungs is now in the press. 
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groomi of presumption that the disaflection of the 
Military Officers did not proceed from any circum¬ 
stances peculiar to that profession) may be traced to 
the following among other reprehensible acts of the 
Governnienf. 

1. The interference of Government, contrary to 
justice, prudence, and the obligations of duty, in 
prosecutions instituted against individuals suspected 
as the fabricators of certain bonds, purporting to 
liavc been granted by llie late Nabob of the Carna¬ 
tic, espscialiy in appointing the Company’s Law Of¬ 
ficers, themselves interested in the suspected bonds, 
to defend Reddy and Anunda Row, accused and 
since convicted of forgery; in assigning the same 
Law Officers as Counsel to Mr. Batlley, who, not¬ 
withstanding all the assistance and support he re¬ 
ceived from Government on his trial, was convicted 
of perjury; and in dispatching Mr. Saunders, a 
Company’s servant, to Manargoody, to collect evi¬ 
dence at considerable expense to the Company, in 
favour of Mr. Batley; a measure which, when it is 
recollected that the witnesses giving this evidence 
were not believed upon their oaths, amounted to a 
subornation of perjury. 

2. The persecutions which, in various instances, 
were exercised against those who took a part in the 
legal proceedings tending to bring these criminals 
to justice, and to punishment; and, specifically, in 
the removal of Mr. Maitland* from his situation of 
Civil Magistrate, on account of what was slrangeljf 
termed “ his factious proceedings,” in having com¬ 
mitted Reddy and Anunda Row on a charge of for- 

* Mr. Maitland «vas specifically removed from I>ls office of Magis. 
trate liy Sir George Barlow, for haring, in the course of his duty 
as a Justice of the Peace, committed the two persons who were 
sut.se<|ueatly convicted. 


0 
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geiy, swoTTi to by two witnesses; in the removal 
from tbe Presidency of respectable persons, who had 
served as Jurymen, without any sufficient cause; and 
above all, in the removal of Mr. Roebuck, an old 
servant of tbe Company, from his office of Mint 
Master, and the banishment of that gentleman to 
Vizagapatum, where he died soon after, without any 
reason being assigned for this extraordinary act of 
harshness and oppression, and without any other 
supposable ground for it, than that, with a view to 
the protection of his own property, as one of the 
legal creditors of the late Nabob of the Carnatic, Mr. 
Roebuck had instigated, or supported from his own 
funds> these prosecutions against the fabricators of 
the forged bonds. 

nidly. BECAusE,~The vigour for which Sic 
George Barlow’s Administration is admitted, in some 
instances, to have been most creditably distinguish¬ 
ed, has in others been wonderfully misapplied; and 
on no occasion more than when ignobly employed 
in breaking up a seminary, and in dispersing the 
scholars belonging to it throughout Indio, because 
they bad declined accepting an invitation from Lady 
Barlow to a bail or assembly ; a mind so constituted 
as to busy itself about such offences seema to me in*- 
competent to govern a great empire, and incapable 
of maintaining an ascendancy in the affairs of men. 

IVthly. Because, —I am of opinion, that in some 
recent instances Sir George Barlow has acted in a 
manner disrespectful towards tbe Court. The Court’s 
recommendation to appoint Colonel Agtiew to the 
office of Adjutant General has not been complied 
with, nor has the Madras Government vouchsafed to 
offer any explanation for declining to appoint him, 
although the receipt of tbe letter containing the re¬ 
commendations Jias been duly acknowledged; and 
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the dismission of Mr. Petrie* from Council, on receipt 
of a paragraph irhich statc<l that the Court bad passed 
a resolution to that effect, and which paragraph was 
transmitted b}’ the iSecret^rjy Mr. Ramsat', with an 
explanation that it would mate part of a future dis¬ 
patch, to say the least of it, was highly precipitate 
and indecorous, if not illegal ; delicacy towards Mr, 
Petrie, as well as respect towards the Court, ought to 
have induced the Government to wail their regulaf 
instructions, before they cariied into tTfecl a mea¬ 
sure of this personal nature. 

Vthly, BECACSEj—Aecording to any views of po^ 
licy, although the supreme governing power of u 
State ought neither to be swayed by popular clamour, 
nor yield to unbaw ful combinations among any par¬ 
ticular class of its sulyects, public opinion ought al¬ 
ways to be consulted in ibe choice of those to whom 
authority is delegated; *aiid 1 entirely concur in th* 
following analogous sentiment express<;d in the 235 
parag. of a dispatch from Lord Miiilo, dated 5th of 
I'cbruary 1810.—" Real grievances, it will be felt 
“ universally, should iti all easi s .md in all circiim- 
“ stances be redressed, and when the motive of hcal- 
" ing measures cannot he misinterpreted, it will not 
" deserve the charge of wetikness, but appears to me 
" ratlier a point of true magnanimity, that aGovern- 
" nient should study nen the pusdons, the temper, 
“ the prejudices, and the errors of those ti ho are sub- 
" jtet to their rute.” 

Vltbly. Becacse, —It is notorious, that though 

• Such was barlow’s indecent precipiuitioii to exhibit his triumph 
mer Mr. Petrie, (a triumph for which lie wiisimleliled loniniijori- 
ty of one, or according to some slatcmeut:,, to tin- dhtc dr.iiviiig of 
lots in the Court of Directors) that he took arJi .icaie of t/n.s letter, 
whidi contained no formal, or oflicial di.*ini>sal, kni « iiuti-. inliina- 
tion of the passing of a resolution to that iiftct, w-hii li iniglit litive 
bean restiiaded, to dismiss that fjeiiilemaT'i fruni die f.our..-;! wi:l. 
Cl ety murk of contumely and di-stmee. 
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tranqtiUlitj has beeh re-established in the Madias 
Settlement, confidence has not been restored between 
the Governors and the governed; and equally noto¬ 
rious, that the present Government is so exceedingly 
unpopular, that measures even of a conciliatory and 
healing nature will in its hands be deprived of all 
their grace, and lose the whole of their intended 
effect. 

Vllthly. Because, —Although I am of opinion 
that Sir George Barlow has justly forfeited the con¬ 
fidence of his employers, I am still more decidedly 
convinced that, had his conduct been invariably such 
as to entitle his administration to the unqualified and 
unreserved approbation of the Court, he ought, con¬ 
sidering the rooted bias in the public mind at Madras, 
both against his person and government, to be re¬ 
called on grounds of expediency; particularly as the 
measure of recall could not, after a lapse of two years 
from the suppression of the mutiny, be fairly imputed 
on our part to any dereliction of principle, or aban¬ 
donment of our just rights. 

Lastly. Because, —Upon all grounds sustaining 
these reasons of dissent, I consider a change in the 
Government of Fort St. George as essential both to 
the prosperity and security of the British possessions 
in that part of India. 

I have the honour to be. 

Gentlemen, 

Your very obedient Servant, 
(Signed) Rob. Thoenton. 

India House, 

6th August, tell. 


To 
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East India House, Aug. 5, 1811. 
To the Honourable tlie COURT of DlRECTORy. 

Genilemen, 

I dissent from the resolution of the Court of the 
2Sd ultimo; by which was negatived the proposition 
then brought forward, declaring the expediency of 
a change in ihe Madras Government; 

Because,— After having survived one of the great¬ 
est convulsions that ever endangered a State, by the 
suppression of the late unhappy revolt in the Madras 
army, I concur in the opinion of the Governor Ge¬ 
neral, that “ the next care is to prevent the return of 
“ the evil,” and 1 know not how that care can be 
evinced, or its object secured, but by measures of 
healing policy, calculated to extinguish the animo¬ 
sities in which the evil originated, and to restore tliat 
harmony, union, and confidence, between all the 
branches of the public Service, which have so long 
been banished from the Coast of Coromandel. 

Because, —Actuated solely by these views, and by 
a sense of the danger inseparable from such a state 
of things, 1 consider the committing the reins of the 
Madras Government to hands discoiiiieeted with the 
late convulsion, as a measure dictated by public ex¬ 
pediency, and having reference only to its (j'cets, in 
the almost universal feeling and temper, which there 
is too much reason to believe pervade the public 
mind towards the existing administration. 

Because, —In the propositions which have been 
rejected by the Court, no allusion is made to the 
measures which led to the revolt, nor any censure 
either expressed or implied on the conduct of Sir 

• The reader’s .attention is particularly diivcted to tliis and the 
following protest of Mr. liaiinermati. The latter is a luininons and 
powerful production, and almost sulTicient to redeem tlie Directors 
from the general ceiuempt and Inured in which, as a Irndy, they are 
behl, by those who do not know their charucter.s as individuals. 
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George Barlow, to whose general merit, long services, 
and the firmness which he displayed in that arduous 
crisis, I am ready to do every justice. As a general 
proposition it may be admitted, that the best evidence 
of a wise and just Government will be found'in the 
respect and confidence with which it is surrounded ; 
but the$e do not invariably follow the most upright 
intentions; and I am aware, that every allowance 
should be made for the difficult situation in which 
Sir G. Barlow was placed ; nor do I mean to detract 
from the merit here ascribed to him, but merely to 
assign the considerations which influence iny judg- 
ment on this momentous subject, when I state that 
if Sir G. Barlow has borne his triumph with modera¬ 
tion, and endeavoured to heal the wounds he had in¬ 
flicted, and to conciliate his fallen adversaries, there 
is but too much reason to believe that he has not suc¬ 
ceeded. The territory, which has been justly de¬ 
scribed as the key of our Indian empire, is represent¬ 
ed as still a prey to intestine divisions; the Govern¬ 
ment obnoxious alike to the Civil and Military 
servants; the Army, once the pride of our Service, 
and the cradle of its most illustrious Officers, con¬ 
scious of its past reputation, ascribing its recent 
crime and consequent abasement to the intolerable 
severity and oppressive acts of Sir G. Barlow; the 
latter charging them to the mutinous spirit of the 
Officers; eaeh criminating the other; and our inve¬ 
terate Foreign Enemy and the Native States contem¬ 
plating the unnatural strife, with the hope, that, by 
shaking the foundations of our power. It may enable 
them finally to effect its subversion. Such is the 
gloomy picture* which Madras at this moment pre- 

* Kotliiaj; more is wanting to heighten this gloomy picture, but to 
state, that social life is rendered unquiet and insecure hy spies and 
informers. A dark and sullen cloud hangs over the Whole Scttle- 
nieot, far remote from traaqaiility, and more dangerous than actual 
insurrection; the stillness of despair. 
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senis; and, under such circumstances, there can he 
DO hope that the Army can ever be reconciled to him 
whom it considers to be the author of its humiliation, 
or that tliey can be brought to view each other again 
with cordiality or respect. In the breast of each the 
sense of injury must be too deep to be eradicated. 
The victor cannot cease to remember the perilous ex« 
tremity to which he was compelled to resort: and the 
vanquished party will pine under a sceptre wliich it 
contemplates only as the weapon of triumphant ty¬ 
ranny. 

Because,— -Therefore, it is in vain to expect, 
while the authority continues vested in Sir G. Barlow, 
that the Madras Army can lift its head again to that 
cheerful discharge of its duty, on which equally de« 
pend the recovery of its former reputation, and the 
security of the interests it is destined to protect; (or 
I need not point out how wide is the distinction l)e- 
tween a forced obedience mixed with discontent and 
hatred, and that obedience in which the heart par¬ 
ticipates, and which is given not less from inclina¬ 
tion than from principle. The Court of Directors, and 
especially those Members of it who have served in 
India, will easily call to their recoilettion, periods 
when the utmost efforts tliat could have resulted from 
a merely constrained sense of duty w ould have been 
unavailing, when the united efforts of every heart 
and hand, and above all in the army, the most ar¬ 
dent and heroic spirit of enterprize, with a cheerful 
submission to hardships and privations of every sort, 
were necessary to enable us to. meet the difficulties 
which assailed the Company on every side. >»o one 
can say that we shall not again have similar exigen¬ 
cies to encounter, or that similar exertions w ill not 
again be required. 

Bec ause, —Therefore, it seemed to my judgment, 
that every motive of just policy and every considera- 
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‘tion cwftnected with the important interests entrusted 
to our care, called upon the Court of Directors to ex> 
tinguish those embers of discontent which are still 
glowing, and to terminate the animosities which still 
prevail in every part of the Madras Establishment, 
and which never can cease while their exciting 
causes remain; iind 1 concurred in recommending a 
change in the Government, by the recall of Sir G. 
Barlow, as the only measure that promised to be ef¬ 
fectual for these important purposes; other healing 
measures may also he advisable, but this only will 
apply to the root of the existing evils. 1 am aware 
that it may possibly be objected to this measure, that 
it would afl’ord a triumph to the Army, but I can see 
in the objection no real validity. It might, indeed, 
be sufficient to urge in answer to it, that the question 
to he decided is, not whether the Army or the Go¬ 
vernment shall triumph, but whether dangers which 
threaten our safely in India shall be removed; but 
we have, in truth, perhaps, too abundantly guarded 
against the Army’s ascribing any change in the Go¬ 
vernment to a diminished sense of their misconduct. 
The Court’s dispatch of the 1st May, 1810, (which 
was published to the Array in General Orders) is an 
effectual security against any apprehension of that 
kind. In tliat dispatch, no terms of eulogy are left 
Unapplied to the conduct of Sir G. Barlow in the 
suppression of the revolt; and the rejected proposi¬ 
tion expresses no censure of the measures which led 
to it. In roalit}’, whatever may have been the merit 
or demerit of those measures, whether they were, as I 
liave no doubt Sir G. Barlow believed them to be, 
necessary for tiie due vindication and support of the 
aatHority of Government, or were, as considered by 
thC'Ofli'cers, unnecessary and oppressive outrages on 
Ivfery recognised principle of justice, and on those 
feelings which constitute the best pride and orna- 
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meat of the soldier’s character. The question, though 
of extreme importance to Sir G. Barlovr, cannot, 
whatever may be the decision upon it, affect the 
broad principle on which I rely, namely, that where 
the Governor of a distant dependency, comprehend¬ 
ing one of the most valuable and important limbs of 
a great Empire, has, from any cause whatever, be¬ 
come so unpopular as to excite not only a general 
odium against his Government, but open rebellion 
against his authority, he is no longer in a capacity 
to fulfil the ends of his trust, and a great public ex¬ 
pediency demands his recall. If he had even incur¬ 
red the odium only by the pursuit of right measures, 
the principle would remain the same; the lesser 
would be absorbed in the greater interest; though in 
that case a just indemnification would be awarded, 
and the recall expressed.in terms that would prevent 
its inflicting any painful sensation. 

Such is the sincere result of the best consideration 
1 have been able to give to this momentous question, 
which I have weighed dispassionately, and with nei¬ 
ther the feelings nor the views of party spirit: I dis¬ 
claim any wish to palliate the dreadful excesses of 
the Army ; and those who most differ from my opini¬ 
ons, cannot more sincerely condemn Military combi¬ 
nations for any purpose or any object, however jus¬ 
tifiable in itself if sought by proper means: but I 
cannot forget that this Army, however veiled by its 
present cloud, had, (as most truly slated by the Go¬ 
vernor General) " to the hour of the mutiny, been 
'' invariably distinguished by a long and uniform 
display of every Military virtue;” that it has hi¬ 
therto faithfully preserved to us our intialuable pos¬ 
sessions, and that we still must look to it for their 
further security and defence. The safety of the Car¬ 
natic, (the central support of our Empire in the 

£ 
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on restoring it to its forifler state of 
content, confidenCfe and dis^ciplrne, and removing 
the scliism and estrangement which now separate it 
from the Civil Government. These desimhle ends 
cannot be accomplished by a Governor, whose ad¬ 
ministration is held in universal dislike by all de- 
s'eriptions of persons depehdent on his authority, and 
I should therefore feel the deepest conviction of thfe 
impolicy of continuing Sir George Barlow in the 
Government of Madras, even if all his measures had 
been wise and just; an inference certainly not sanc¬ 
tioned by some of the decisions and expressed opibi- 
ons of the Court, and I believe hardly contended for 
by the most partial of bis friends. But I view with 
equal apprehension the danger which his continu¬ 
ance in the Government threatens to the safety of the 
Company’s possessions on tlie Coast, by weakening 
all the securities of their defence, and by the hopes 
of renewed convulsion, which it cannot fail to excite 
in the minds of our active and inveterate European 
Enemy, and of the Native Stutes, who are watcliing 
for an opportunity to regain their former [)ower and 
influence. 

On these accumulated grounds, I desire to record 
my dissent from a Resolution, which, by continuing 
Sir G. Barlow in the'Government of Madras, invol ves 
the continuance for an indefinite period of evils, thfe 
termination of which, after the suppression of the re¬ 
volt, was an object that, in my opinion, could nC« 
too soon have occupied the attention of the Court. 

(Signed) J. Hodibston- 
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To the Hbiiourable the COURT of DIRECTORS of 
the EAST INDIA COMPANY. 

Gentlemeo, 

I feel called upon as an act of public duty, to re* 
cord the reasons and arguments I have made use of, 
in support of the Motion of the Honourable Williatit 
Elphinstone, on the 23d instant, and at the same time 
beg this may he considered as my solemn Protest 
against continuing, in effect, tiie present coniniissioit 
of Government at the Presidency at Fort St. George. 

The lengthened discussions which have arisen out 
of the several branches of this question, have made 
it my duty to record my opinions on most of the 
points connected with it. 

I shall, therefore, endeavour to compress into’as 
('mail a compass as i« practicable, the general 
grounds on which my support has been given to the 
Motion. 

At a very early stage of tlicse discussions, I stated 
my opinion, that the fust lit opportunity ought to be 
embraced for establishing at Fort St. (Jeorge, an effi¬ 
cient, respectable, and respected Giiveriiinciil; and 
my judgment is convinced, that a fit period has now 
arrived. I was restrained at an earlier time, from 
proposing the removal of a (lovornment notoriou.sly 
deficient in the qualities which I have naineri, be* 
cause the unfortunate course of public events iniglti 
have given to the precif>itaie adoption of that mea¬ 
sure, .the appearance of yielding to the clamours of 
an insurgent body. That insurrection has been long 
and finall}* suppressed, the persons intfndrd for 
punishment” have been brought to trial, ami the laW 
has taken and completed its course. 

Partial discontent may aviso from unfoiiuded pr<'- 
jadice, and may be directed against an indiiddind 
who really deserves popularity. Gt/tecrt/discontent 
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Itas seldom originated in imaginary canses; and ex«- 
closively of tbe abstract merits of the (juestionj no 
wise and benevolent Government has ever hesitated 
to remove a Governor notoriously unacceptable to- 
the great body of those who are subject to his antho* 
rity. The most strenuous advocates of Sir George' 
Barlow will scarcely denyt that he is generally unac¬ 
ceptable to the British subjects. Civil as well as Mili¬ 
tary, who are placed under his Government; and 
those who examine impartially, and- declare truly, 
will find the exceptions so lew, and those few created 
by motives which operate so powerfully, however un¬ 
worthily, on human conduct, that they will see little 
to qualify the more absolute proposition, that the dis¬ 
content was not only general, but universal. On 
these grounds alone, 1 should feel it to be my duty to 
Urge the recall of Sir George Barlow; but tliat duty 
must become imperative when it is ascertained, that 
the discontent is not only universal, but that it has 
arisen from causes more than abundantly adequate to 
the production of that unhappy effect. 

Among the Civil servants as among the Military, 
one of the first sources of discontent and unpopulari¬ 
ty (as is stated by Sir George Barlow in his minute of 
the tflst August, 180y) against the Government, was 
its conduct with reference to the prosecutions in the 
Supreme Court, connected with the subject of the 
forged Nabob's bonds. 

In the investigation of the Carnatic debts, the in¬ 
dividuals who had real claims were anxious, in de- 
lience of their property, to discredit the immense 
mass in circulation which were notoriously fictitious. 
Of those .forged securities, one of tlte Members .of 
Government, and both of the Company’s Law Offi¬ 
cers smd Advisers, were the known proprietors, llte 
chief forger of these bonds, (Keddy How) was re¬ 
commended as the official assistant oL the Commis- 



Stoners who were to investigate their validity ; and 
one of the proprietors of forged bonds, (Mr. An- 
strutber, the Advocate General) was appointed l\e- 
sident of a Committee, to inquire whether his own 
bonds were forged. When the forger was convicted 
by the verdict of a Jory, a Civil servant was sent ex* 
press to a distant province, to garble evidence For the 
purpose of discrediting the verdict; the Company's 
Law Officers were instructed to defend the forger, 
and were ordered to continue their eflorts in opposi* 
tion to the solemn verdicts of three Juries, two of 
them specially formed from the most rospcetnble of 
the Civil servants. A Magistrate, (Mr. Maitland) 
who, in the ordinary course of his duty, had l>een ac¬ 
cessory to this triumph of justice, was dismissed 
without inquiry; one of the agents of the real eite- 
ditors was ordered from, the country to tiie ruin of 
his private affairs; another, (although on finding bis 
exertions gave offence to Government, be meekly 
withdrew from the agency) was ignominiously depriv¬ 
ed of all his offices, and banished to a distant Settle¬ 
ment; and, finally, the very Jurors who had given a 
verdict conformable to the dictates of reason and 
conscience, but who, in tiie phraseology of parallel 
times, “ were suspected of being suspicious,” were 
driven from the Presidency for the purpose of break¬ 
ing up, what a shameless but triumphant cabal hare 
dared to stigmatise as an improper corobinatiom 
These arc strange facts, but tiicy are no longer dis¬ 
putable ; the hand of Providence would almost seem 
to have been abroad to complete the triumph of law 
over depotism; the facts have become too notorious 
for denial, and too plain for subterfuge, and th« 
Company'.4 Law Officers have been compelled to ad# 
oiit the forgeries which they defended, and to ac¬ 
knowledge the error into whit it they were iaaocentljf 
md imadverlttitiv led. 



TJie .Forger, unable to stem the force of truth, 
tushed in despair into that tribunal where the pleads 
ing of despots has no avail, 1 will not detain the 
Court by tracing the history of the sufieriogs of each, 
and will only observe with regard to the case of Mr. 
Unebnek, that Sir George Barlow seems desirous tq 
nequit himself of the charge of the murder of that 
unfortunate gentleman. 1 do not accuse him of that 
crime, because the intention to kill is one of its in¬ 
gredients, and ( have no reason to attribute this in* 
tention to Sir George Barlow; but whatever may 
have been bis intention, there can be little doubt bnt 
his acts were the cause of Mr. Uoebuck’s death. 

Whatever may have been Sir George Barlow’s 
knowledge of the state of facts, always obyiqus to 
tlie majority of the community, always considered 
disgraceful, and now no longer disputable, it was, 
under the best construction of his opinions, his most 
jacred duty to have suppressed them} and most as- 
aqredly it never will be tolerated by a British public, 
that any Governor, under any circumstances, himself 
possessing no judicial authurityj shall extend the arm 
pf terror t® subvert the regular course of justice; 
shall, instead of abstaining with reverence from all 
interference with proceedings, which are polluted by 
the touch of power, pervert that power to the main- 
tenance of forgery and perjury; shall vilify the so¬ 
lemn verdict of British Juries, punishthe Jurors, dis* 
miss Magistrates, and becoming a party in the cause 
of iniquity, send away the unoffendiug assertors of 
^reir private rights,, to poverty, to banishment, and 
to death. 1 only require, that we should not tolerate 
in Sir George Barlow, what the people of England 
most oertainly would not tolerate in any man or set 
of men, administering evea the Government of this. 
Country. 



In adtetting to Military transactiotts, I sl»BH >n- 
deavour to be as brief as possible. 

Two facts have been assumed with iitfinile ease and 
unblushing confidence in the dispatches from Ma* 
dras; viz. 1st. That treasonoiftfe designs were known 
and proven to exist before the Isl May, 1809, or tire 
transactions notice<l in the order of that date; and, 
2d. That the Army had no grievances. The latter 
proposition is very abundantly disproved by the facts 
which they themselves avow; and with regard to the 
former, it will naturally occur to the Public to ask, 
why is not all clamour and cavil silenced at once l)y 
producing those proofs of seditious objects and inten¬ 
tions ; the Public will conclude, and Sir Ocorgd 
knom, that he had no such proof. SulHcqueniiyi 
without doubt, there was abundant enill and more 
abundant folly, but at no time any fixed design of 
subverting the authority of the State; the folly and 
madness of the day was an attem]>t to separate the 
authority of the State from the person empowered tef 
exercise that authority; htit Sir (jrt'oige Barlow well 
/tnotvs, that if treasonable designs had nt any time 
existed, he would not now be uttering eiiliiinnies from 
the scat of power; he knows that even so l.atc as the 
36th July, Officers, meditating treason, would not 
have become the willing dupes of a shallow artifice, 
by peaceably retiring l» the pl.iees appointed for their 
residence; many of them for want of any European 
to take charge, delivering over tijeii commands ii!f 
due form to the astonished biative Officers. Will h 
be contended, that becmise from lime immemorial 
some few examples of discontent, whether with or 
without cause, diti really exist, that said discontent 
was actually expressed by one, two, or three Military 
persons at different times, and therefore that the 
whole Army was, and of coarse always had been, in- 
a state of sedition ? To all these nsscnioBS atld argu* 
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meats I will opposi^ tbe direct elddence of Sir George 
Barlow and Lord Minto; the former in his General 
Order of the 1st of May, 1809, refers all the unjnsti- 
£able proceedings of the Army to a date posterior to 
the' departure of General Macdowall ; and Lord 
Minto, in his General Order of the ^»h of July, 
1809, says, “ have hitherto been the theme of just 
" and unquali§ed applauseand in his General 
Order of the 25th of September, 1809, says, *' which 
“ a long and uniform display of every military virtue 
“ had, till this calamitous season, so well justified.” 

Representations, whether justifiable or otherwise, 
were however meditated and known to Sir G. Barlow 
for some time previous to the departure of General 
Macdowall; but with the exception of what relates 
to the complaint against Colonel Monro, there was 
not one subject of grievance less earnestly pressed by 
His Majesty's Officers than those of the Company; 
bol although the signatures of the former were by 
due managenaent withdrawn, the feeling remained; 
and at a comparatively late period, it became the 
•object of formal apology to withdraw the signatures 
of a regiment which bad subscribed for the support 
of Major Boles. Highly as I respect and honour 
those. Officers individually and collectively, I will 
not suppress the remark, that their feeling for Major 
Boles was pure compassion and no more;—that there 
was strictly speaking no sympathy, no sense of com¬ 
mon suffering, no common dread of the oppression 
trbieh Major Boles had suffered; because Sir G. Barlow 
fVBS destitute of the power to suspend, or in any manner 
to punish any one of that body without a legal trial; 
he did suspend General Macdowall from the office 
of Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces; be 
cooldf not suspend an Ensign from his right to carry 
His M jtjesty’s colours. Whatever were the treasons 
and seditions of the Company’s Officers, before the 
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1st of Moy 1809, they were shared by His Majesty's 
Officers, who have certainly merited all the praise 
which they have subsequently received. Among 
these treasons was an intended memorial, praying for 
equal allowances with their brother Officers in Ben¬ 
gal i a prayer which, with sorrow and shame, I have 
seen pronounced incompatible with reason and jus¬ 
tice. Among those exclusively attributed to the 
Company’s Army, was an insane production, pur¬ 
porting to be the draft of a memorial to Lord Mioto, 
praying, among other things, for the removal of Sir 
G. Barlow. It is avowed by both those persons, that 
this memorial was never signed or presented, and it 
is even acknowledged that the intention of present¬ 
ing it bad been abandoned ; yet this nonentity bnS 
been made the ground for which punishment was 
inflicted on the greater part of the viciiios of the 1st 
of May 1809- It has been asserted with the same 
easy confidence which distinguishes the productioof 
of Sir G. Barlow and Lord Mioto (fur the identity is 
truly marvellous) that the abolition of the Tent al¬ 
lowance was the cause of the mutiny. Now, in the 
General Order of the 1st of May, it is very remark¬ 
able, that not one allusion, direct or remote, is made 
to that transaction, not one of the crimes fabricated 
by that mass of gratuitous assertion, is ascribed to 
that cause, or to any event arising out of it. Thf 
Tent Contract had Jong been sent to oblivion; but 
these posthumous recollections are exceedingly con¬ 
venient, and have been most abundantly employed 
vrhere' the original assertion has proved to be tht 
thing tvhich is not. 

1 will no further detain the Court on the subject of 
the accusations of the Officers commauduig Native 
corps against the Quartermaster General, than to no¬ 
tice, that Sir G. Barlow did suppress, and Lord Mioto 

1 
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couDtpn^tnce the suppression of their memorial to 
this Court, who have recognized the fact in their 
dispatch of the I5ih of September I 8 O 9 . It is in the 
natural order of cause and effect, that tire authors of 
injustice siiould seek to prevent appeal; this tendency 
pervades the whole of these proceedings, and has 
been brought into distinct operation in this case and 
that of Colonel il. Bell, who was punished for ap¬ 
pealing. 

I am not the advocate of the inflammatory pro¬ 
ceedings of General Macdowall, of whom, however, 
it is not. too much to say, that an ordinary and de¬ 
cent degree of courtesy from Sir George Barlow 
would have secured his cordial co-operation. If he 
had lived to plead Uis own cause, bis memory would 

S robably have been relieved from a large portion of 
le obloquy which at present attaches to it; and two 
facts which the Government of Fort St. George have 
found it inconvenient to notice, seem to justify the 
conjecture, that better information would have given 
abetter aspect to his conduct. 1st. It has been lately 
discovered, that the direct appeal, for which tlreQuar- 
termaster General was reprimanded, was not that 
appeal through the Commaixier in Chief, imt a pre- 
yious appeal not through the Commander in Chief; a 
proceeding whicli the slightest professional know¬ 
ledge will shew to be subversive of the brst principles 
«nd rules of military subordination, and which no 
Commander in Chief could tolerate consistently with 
^tis public duty. Arid, 2dly, That General Mac- 
dowail, so far from being influenced by seditious mo¬ 
tives to make the Officers umpires iu a case they had 
prejudged, did, ip his letter to his successor,, distinct¬ 
ly guard him against allowing any Officer of a Native 
corpSftq be q memhet of the Gourl Martial for the 
triul of Colonel Munro, and, with a Zeal for fair trial, 
which has every character of sincerity, recommended 
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dial thi» Court should be chiefly composed of rtis 
Majesty's Officers, &s stated »u the following ex¬ 
tract : 

Lieutenant Colonel Monro, Quartermaster Ge* 
“ neral of the Army, having had charges prefcrretl 
“ against him by the greater number of the Officers 
** in command ol the Battalions, 1 was, under a con- 
“ viction of the necessity of the case, induced to 
“ place him under an arrest, that lie may be brought 
** to trial under your authority. After much rcflcc- 
tion, I deemed this the most eligible course to 
pursue, as relieving you from much embarrass- 
“ meiit, preventing the inlerfereiice of undue in- 
“ fluence, and not only giving Lieutenant C'olond 
“ Monro an opportunity for justiHcation, but if he it 
** acquitted, of bringing his accusers before a Gene- 

" ral Court Martial. As the Officers of the fs'ntive 

• 

*' Army have in some degree prejudged the cause, it 
“ may be improper that any of them should sit on 
** Lieutenant Colonel Monro’s truil, but a competrfft 
and impartial Court will readily be assembled from 
** the K'BS’'* Company’s corps of artillery 

and engineers, and perhaps the Madrns European 
regiment, 'fliis, of course, will be left to your 
own judgment; but as I am clearly of opinion that 
the Quartermaster Oem ral should be tried, I trust 
" you will support this sentiment against every illct 
“ ffitimate interference. The vindication of the chA- 

O 

“ racter of the principal Officers of the Army from 
“ expressions which they consider falsei and un- 
** founded, I now place with a man of honourable 
“ principles and matured judgment; they will not be 
“ disappointed in their expectations.” 

Madras. (Signed) 

P,3d Jan, 1809. " UaX MACBcnvAt,!,.’' 
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1 put it to the pool reflection Df every member of 
the Court, whether, under the notorious state of the 
relation between the late Commander in Chief, 
General Gowdie and Sir George Barlow, the ex¬ 
istence of this letter was known to the latter, and 
whether a feeling for the reputation of a person un¬ 
able to defend himself^ or what other feeling, has 
hitherto kept it in concealment. It is quite unne¬ 
cessary to comhat the argument so much insisted on 
—“ That if Colonel Munro was blameable, his con- 
“ duct was a fit subject of investigation by his supe¬ 
riors, and not by the Officers of the Army," because 
the argument proves infinitely too much for the cause 
of Sir George Barlow, who, when the Officers had 
abandoned their demand of military trial, actually 
suppressed the memorial which they addressed to 
their superiors in consequeuce. 

It is far removed from the object of the preceding 
remarks, to defend any portion of the seditious con- 
dvet of the Officers at a subsequent period. Their 
sole object has, I trust, been incoutrovertihly attain¬ 
ed; and this object consists in' the direct proof of a 
proposition broadly affirmed by Sir George Barlow 
himself at one time, and with happy versattlity and 
effrontery denied at another; namely, that whatever 
might have been the prior discontents, ail the unjus¬ 
tifiable proceedings of the Army had a date posterior 
to the departure of General Macdowall, or, in other 
words, to his own wanton punishment of Major 
Boles, which, in characters so plain, that he who runs 
may read, was the sole and undivided origin of the 
mutiny. The General Order, dated 3 Istof January, 
1809, by which that punishment was inflicted, has 
received the just reprobation of this Court in its Mili¬ 
tary letter to Fort Stt George, dated 22d of February, 
1811. 



It tjaS already been shewn, that the draft of a me¬ 
morial, which as a memorial never bad existence, 
and which Sir George Barlow knew to be abandoned, 
was skilfully pressed into the Service, when the Army 
was known to be agitated by an injury to which he 
dreaded to attribute its true eflFects; but it was a most 
unworthy and flimsy subterfuge, thus to conjure op 
the ghost of a nonentity to exliibit a gaudy stage 
trick, for the purpose of drawing off the attention 
of his superiors and the public from the sole and un¬ 
divided cause which then inflamed the minds of the 
Officers, namely, jtuniihment and degradation wifh‘ 
out cause or pretext, or trial, or inquiry. If, indeed, 
it be the privilege of a Military man to be exempt 
from human feelings, to have no sympathy with suf¬ 
ferings directly impending over bis own head, to 
bear wrongs well as hardships without a murmur, 
to be the only Christian of whom it shall be literany 
required to bless his enemies, and to pray for those 
that despitefully entreat him, then are the murmurs 
without palliation which agitated the minds of those 
unfortunate men from the Slst of January to the 1st 
of May I 8 O 9 . 

The events of that day changed the aspect of their 
cause ; they burst the bounds of reason, and from 
the wantonly injured and deeply offended, became 
the offending party. 

Of subsequent measures I have already taken some 
cursory notice, and shall only stop to observe, that 
under the acknowledged weakness of human Teason> 
it is deemed prudent to estimiite the wisdom of hu¬ 
man measures by their efficacy in promoting their 
professed objects. Of the efficacy of .Sir George 
Barlow’s measures, he has himself most distinctly, 
but unwittingly, furnished us with ample testimony ; 
in an eulogy published to the Army, on what (with 
an irony somewhat too keen) be is plca»cd to call his 
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oxen mpderatiion^ be exhaus^ the language of larneu* 
tatioD in avowing, that pyery one of bis mppurcs 
ba4 produced effects exactly the,reverse of, tho^ he 
had foreseen and intended. 

The measure of the Test, adopted qn the 26th of 
July 1809, is one, the coqsequeuces of wlucb may 
be too important to speak of it Jightjy; it broke a- 
sunder the bond by which the Native Soldier and 
Eqropean Officer were united ; it destroyed the har¬ 
mony between the King’s and Company’s Services ; 
it dissolved the chain by which a handful of Eu¬ 
ropeans have, hitherto, governed millions qf Natives ; 
it humbled the high spirit of that Army which gain¬ 
ed and preserved our power in the East against the 
qnited efforts of the Native powers and Trance. These 
cpnsequences have already resulted from the infatu¬ 
ated conduct of Sir George Barlow, 

I have, on a former occasion, found it iqy duty to 
allude to the endless persecutions and publications to 
the Army, year aftpr year, of interptioable reproaches; 
and the recent djspaicbes from India, qlford some 
tqcmprable illustrations of the treaspn and di 3 affec- 
tion imputed to individuals in the early stages of 
these events. The individual who wa^ sent to disease 
and solitude, and afterwards op a distant service, 
professedly intended us an exile, qs the punishment 
of an innocent and convivial toast, ", TAc friauds 
fite. Army'' has answered the accustUion of treason 
on the hills of Aniboyna, and finally strangled the 
foul calumuy on the ramparts of Ternate, by an a- 
qlpcvement which will live when the puny pf 

3ir G. Barlow shall have ceased to be important. 

Thf ntutiny has been suppressed; but |et it sever 
be forgotten, that not ope roan surrendered fo l^r 
George. Barlow, but all, and unconditionally, to Lord 
^linio, in consequence qf his public prqfession qf 
conciliation and inquiry. 
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Tlie career of Sir George Barlow’s Govcrnm^it 
coflitttenced with piitiishment without trial or inquiry, 
or reason or consideration; the error was discovered 
when too late. It was in contemplation to restore an 
innocent man, oii the condition of his pleading 
ghilty; be refused to be accessory to his own infamy, 
and there was not sufficient magnanimity to retract 
a blind, outrageous, and precipitate error; false mea¬ 
sures were necessary for the support of false princi¬ 
ples. Crimes did not exist; it was therefore neces¬ 
sary to create crimes for the purpose of obscuring 
the true origin of the question at issue, when, in 
pursuance of this system, men had been goaded past 
forbearance by a succession of punislimeut without 
trial, to the actual commission of crimes; then, i,n- 
deed, it Was ostentatiously announced, that trial by 
Court Martial siiould be restored : but when tlie sen¬ 
tence of that Court Martial was pronounced, ihca 
this most consistent Government bring up their corps 
de reserve, revert to their first principle of condem¬ 
nation, (whether without trial or Contrary to trial i.s 
indifferent to sUch principles) and pronounce the sus¬ 
pension of Colonel Doveton, for a critne, of which 
he had been most honourably acquitted by the sen¬ 
tence of a Court Martial. 

There are many other circumstances, disgn.sfing 
indeed to mention, but which tend to s!>ew the unfit¬ 
ness of Sir George Barlow for his preseul situation. 
On one occasion, a whole body of young Officers, 
sent from the Military Institution at Madras, and 
orders to join their corps, because they dciTmed 
holding any intercourse with a young man wl'o had 
accepted an invitation to the Got'erumciit House. 
On ittiother obbasion, the Commander in Chii f was 
obliged to ex<crt his personal influence with the OfU- 
cers of one of itis Majesty’s regiments to induce 
them to dine with Sir George Barlow, who was so 
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unpopular that they refused to accept his invitation. 
The Officers of a Native corps having declined au 
invitation, although it was accepted by the Com* 
mandant, the Sepoys were punished as well as the 
Officers, by the battalion being sent to a station 500 
miles distant, and particularly unhealthy. Another 
Native corps was sent from Madras, because Major 
Boles, after his suspension, bad dined at the regt* 
mental mess. 

Officers, although suspended by an arbitrary act 
of Sir George Barlow, although censured by him in 
public orders, surely were not to be branded with in¬ 
famy, and held up as unworthy to be received into 
private Society : and yet we find Sir G. Barlow actu¬ 
ally expressing a wish that the Officers who had 
fallen under his displeasure, should not be invited to 
the houses of the members of Council. 

The unusual severity shewn to the Hon. Lieutenant 
Colonel St. Leger and Captain Marshall, affords fur¬ 
ther proof of the vindictive spirit by which Sir 
George Barlow seems to have been actuated through¬ 
out this unhappy period, and gives us loo much rea¬ 
son to believe, that harmony and mutual confidence 
never can be restored under his Administration. 

To the multiplied causes for the recall of Sir 
George Barlow, of which only the most prominent 
have been noticed, 1 will add his unauthorised dis¬ 
mission of Mr. Petrie before he had received the new 
commission of Government, or possessed any legal 
authority for violating not only the existing commis¬ 
sion of Government, but a separate commission, held 
by Mr. Petrie, to succeed to the office of Governor 
in case of the death or absence of Sir George Bar- 
low. The legality of this measure may be esti¬ 
mated by supposing an ordinary event, namely, the 
death of Sir George Barlow, after the dismission of 



Mr. Pistrie, and before the arrival ot the new com¬ 
mission of GovOrnmeot. 

It will hardly be cotti^ted, that in’such contin¬ 
gency, Mr. Petrie most necessarily have assumed the 
Goyernraent of Fori St. George j arid if so, his re- 
tnwvai was tinlawfiil, Irid all the acts of the remaiao 
ing members void. If there sh’ouM he any doubt of 
the illegality of thi^act, assuredly there can be none 
of its indecene^; as the^iserable triuntph of a little 
and illiberal mind, dvOr ii^iiiriri whom be had ityured 
past forgiveness. J „ , 

I will conclude a Catalogue, which might still he 
much prolonged, J)y adding his disobedience and 
disregard of the intentions of this Court, officially 
announced, ia the case of Colonel (uow General) 
Agnew. 

‘ I have the honour to be, 

With great respect. 

Gentlemen, 

Your obedient Servant, 
(Signed) • J. Ban.nebman. 

India Hoase, August 6, 1811. 


Ti|^ above is a rapid outline of the tyranny of Srr George 
Bar^w's.Govei'omeot, splenuly recorded by one of the 
body, lo whoni, the Government of india » committed. But 
the details are still wanting. The Pobiic mosa have them, 
and they will shorty be published. Utey are calculated to 
mate human natm« hariidowri its head in sorrow and sham*. 







